Nixon' a tax credits on Ms papers: the fakery: KPFA 1/25/74 

This is the best story on the subject 1 have seen. The California investigation lias 
had attention here only on radio and TV. One of the nets the other night had herlarco and 
Brown, Denarco obviously uncomfortable and coning to the "no comment" point early in what 
was broadcast. 

Tliia also shows the first signs of good investigation, thetype-fsi.ee inquiry for 
example. But like all the rest, no sign of analysis: fraud built-in to contract (ref, my 
memos to Weicher, Sjxssmau). Reminder: two chief elements: "gift" not accepted as required 
by law if conditions (which must be agreed to) are attached); and right to repossess, which 
would make talcing tax credit fraudulent and shows intent <, Other relevant but not illegal 
factors such provisions as indefinite suppression of all files, not just those "given," 
inclusion of mors than "given" files, time and nature of "appraisal," appraised amount of 
gift rather than content controlling factor, etc. 

One of unexplained elements is Morgan's false claim ho had no authority. He executed 
an affidavit (this b'cast ny sole source on this) and he has ample JFK precedent. How 
could a lawyer do this and swear he had authority and then claim maybe he didn t? Not 
possible. Nor could a lawyer not execute such papers without knowing the lav/ afld its 
requirement of written acceptance of terras and official determination of "public interest." 
Without these contract illegal. I think perhaps here is source of Morgan's trouble. 

If Brown decides to press criminal charges, this can get very interesting and I do 
think it can be one of more important charges vs Nixon. ri any thanks. HW 2/l/74 



